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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This Office Action is in response to Amendment filed on date: Nov. 26, 2004. 
Claims 1-28 are still pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-28 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-6, 8, 10, 14-18, 22-24, 26 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Yamazaki (US-5,828,312). 

Regarding claim 1 , Yamazaki discloses a method (fig. 1 and col. 3, line 24-col. 4, 
line 21) comprising: 

associating a command ("set the scheduler" see col. 3, lines 24-30) with an event 
("appointment times" see col. 3, lines 24-30) at a first device (fig. 1 , program memory 
106); 
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communicating the command to a second device (fig. 1 , control 104) when the 
event occurs (col. 3, lines 29-67); 

causing an action (inherently to "activates" see col. 3, lines 29-39) at the second 
device depending on the command (col. 3, lines 29-67), the action comprising at least 
one of: 

disabling an alert mechanism of the second device; 

enabling the alert mechanism (fig. 1; LCD 12, SP 13, or LED 14) of the 

second device (col. 3, lines 29-67); and 

modifying a setting of the alert mechanism of the second device (col. 3, 
lines 29-67); 

and if the alert mechanism of the second device is enabled, activating the alert 
mechanism of the second device in response to an alert being required (col. 3, lines 29- 
67). 

Regarding claim 16, Yamazaki discloses an apparatus (fig. 1 and col. 3, line 24- 
col. 4, line 21 ) comprising: 

a first device (fig. 1 , program memory 106) to associate a command ("set the 
scheduler" see col. 3, lines 24-30) with an event ("appointment times" see col. 3, lines 
24-30) and to transmit a message ("set alarm time" see col. 3, lines 29-39) comprising 
the command; 
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a second device (fig. 1, control 104) to receive the message and to perform an 
action (inherently to "activates" see col. 3, lines 29-39) depending on the command (col. 
3, lines 29-67); and 

an alert mechanism (fig. 1 ; LCD 12, SP 13, or LED 14) of the second device with 
one or more of 

a capability to be enabled in response to the command (col. 3, lines 29- 
67); 

a capability to be disabled in response to the command; and 
a setting, modifiable in response to the command, 
wherein the alert mechanism, if the alert mechanism is enabled, is capable of 
being activated in response to an alert being required (col. 3, lines 29-67). 

Regarding claim 2, Yamazaki discloses the method of claim 1 wherein activating 
the alert mechanism of the second device in response to the alert being required further 
comprises activating the alert mechanism in response to: 

a specific internal event, detected by the second device (col. 3, lines 24-67); 

a signal requesting the alert, sent from a third device (fig. 1 ; key 108) to the 
second device (col. 3, lines 24-67); and 

the signal requesting the alert, sent from the first device to the second device 
(col. 3, lines 24-67). 



Regarding claim 3, Yamazaki discloses the method of claim 1 wherein: the event 
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is a scheduled event on a stored schedule that is accessible by the first device (col. 3, 
lines 24-29); and associating the command with the event further comprises associating 
the command with the scheduled event (col. 3, lines 29-67). 

Regarding claim 4, Yamazaki discloses the method of claim 3 wherein 
determining when the event has occurred further comprises: 

detemriining a clock time (fig. 1 , timer 107) from a clock (col. 3, lines 24-29); 

accessing the stored schedule (col. 3, lines 24-29); and 

determining from the stored schedule whether the scheduled event is associated 
with the clock time (col. 3, lines 24-29). 

Regarding claim 5, Yamazaki discloses the method of claim 4 wherein 
associating the command with the event further comprises constructing the command 
depending on one or more of the clock time and the scheduled event (col. 3, lines 24- 
29). 

Regarding claim 6, Yamazaki discloses the method of claim 4 wherein causing 
the action at the second device further comprises sending a signal (inherently to 
"activates" see col. 3, lines 29-39) requesting the alert to the second device (col. 3, lines 
29-67). 
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Regarding claim 8, Yamazaki discloses the method of claim 1 wherein 
communicating with the second device further comprises broadcasting a message 
comprising the command by the first device (col. 3, lines 6-23). 

Regarding claim 10, Yamazaki discloses the method of claim 1 wherein 
communicating with the second device further comprises: Sending a request message 
from the second device to the first device in response to an alert being required; and 
Receiving a message comprising the command from the first device at the second 
device in response to the request message (col. 3, lines 24-67). 

Regarding claim 14, Yamazaki discloses the method of claim 1 wherein 
modifying the setting of the alert mechanism comprises selecting one or more of a 
plurality of alternative modes of the alert mechanism (fig. 1; LCD 12, SP 13, or LED 14) 
of the second device (col. 3, lines 29-67). 

Regarding claim 15, Yamazaki discloses the method of claim 14 wherein 
selecting one or more of the plurality of alternative modes further comprises selecting 
one or more of: an audible alert mode; a tactile vibration alert mode; and an illuminating 
alert mode (col. 3, lines 29-67). 

Regarding claim 16, Yamazaki discloses an apparatus (fig. 1 and col. 3, line 24- 
col. 4, line 21 ) comprising: 
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a first device (fig. 1, program memory 106) to associate a command ("set the 
scheduler" see col. 3, lines 24-30) with an event ("appointment times" see col. 3, lines 
24-30) and to transmit a message ("set alarm time" see col. 3, lines 29-39) comprising 
the command; 

a second device (fig. 1 , control 104) to receive the message and to perform an 
action (inherently to "activates" see col. 3, lines 29-39) depending on the command (col. 
3, lines 29-67); and 

an alert mechanism (fig. 1; LCD 12, SP 13, or LED 14) of the second device with 
one or more of 

a capability to be enabled in response to the command (col. 3, lines 29- 
67); 

a capability to be disabled in response to the command; and 
a setting, modifiable in response to the command, 
wherein the alert mechanism, if the alert mechanism is enabled, is capable of 
being activated in response to an alert being required (col. 3, lines 29-67). 

Regarding claim 17, Yamazaki discloses the apparatus of claim 16 wherein the 
alert mechanism of the second device may be activated, if the alert mechanism is 
enabled, in response to one or more of: a specific event detected by the second device 
(col. 3, lines 24-39); a signal requesting activation of the alert mechanism (col. 3, lines 
24-39), sent from a third device (fig. 1 ; key 108); and the signal requesting activation of 
the alert mechanism, sent from the first device (col. 3, lines 24-67). 
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Riegarding claim 18, Yamazaki discloses the apparatus of claim 16 further 
comprising: a storage component (fig. 1 , memory 106) accessible by the first device, to 
store a schedule (col. 3, lines 24-33), wherein the event further comprises a scheduled 
event stored in the schedule (col. 3, lines 24-33); and a clock (fig. 1 , timer 107) to 
provide a clock time to one or more of the first device and the second device (col. 3, 
lines 24-33). 

Regarding claim 22, Yamazaki discloses the alert mechanism of claim 16 
wherein the setting comprises a selection (fig. 1 ; mode selector 1 10) of one or more of a 
plurality of alternative modes of the alert mechanism (col. 3, lines 29-67). 

Regarding claim 23, Yamazaki discloses the alert mechanism of claim 22 
wherein the selection of one or more of the plurality of alternative modes (fig. 1 ; mode 
selector 1 10) further comprises the selection of one or more of: an audible alert mode; a 
tactile alert mode; and an illuminating alert mode (col. 3, lines 29-67). 

Regarding claim 24, Yamazaki discloses the apparatus of claim 16 wherein the 
first device and the second device are physically integrated into a single unit (fig. 1 and 
its description). 

Regarding claim 26, Yamazaki discloses the machine accessible medium (fig. 1, 
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program memory 106) on which is stored data that when accessed by a machine (fig. 1 , 
control 104) causes it to perform the method of claim 1 (col. 3, lines 24-67). 

Regarding claim 27, Yamazaki discloses the machine accessible medium (fig. 1, 
program memory 106) on which is stored data that when accessed by a machine (fig. 1 , 
control 104) causes it to perform the method of claim 5. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 11, 12, 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yamazaki in view of Seppanen et al. (US-6,006,114). 

Regarding claims 1 1 and 19, Yamazaki discloses the method and an apparatus 
as recited in the rejections of claims 1 and 16, respectively. But, Yamazaki fails to 
expressly show wherein modifying the setting of the alert mechanism comprises setting 
the intensity of the alert mechanism of the second device to a specific intensity level 
including a level corresponding to an imperceptible intensity. 

However in analogous art, Seppanen et al. teach wherein modifying the setting of 
the alert mechanism comprises setting the intensity of the alert mechanism of the 
wireless communication device to a specific intensity level including a level 
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corresponding to an innperceptibie intensity (col. 1, lines 40-54). Since, Yamazaki and 
Seppanen et al. are related to modifying the setting of the alert mechanism; therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system of Yamazaki by specifically modifying the setting of the alert 
mechanism comprises setting the intensity of the alert mechanism of the wireless 
communication device to a specific intensity level including a level corresponding to an 
imperceptible intensity as taught by Seppanen et al. for purpose of offering the user the 
choices of setting the intensity of the alert mechanism in order to increase the favorable 
effect to the user and decrease the unpleasant effect to other people. 

Regarding claims 12 and 20, Yamazaki and Seppanen et al. disclose a method 
and an apparatus as recited in the rejections of claims 11 and 19, respectively. 
Seppanen et al. further disclose wherein the alert mechanism includes an audible alert, 
the intensity level of the audible alert is the volume of the audible alert, and the level 
corresponding to an imperceptible intensity level is a mute level (col. 1, lines 40-54). 

6. Claims 13 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yamazaki and Seppanen et al. in view of Kraft et al. (US-6,463,278). 

Regarding claims 13 and 21, Yamazaki and Seppanen et al. disclose a method 
and an apparatus as recited in the rejections of claims 11 and 19, respectively. But, 
Yamazaki and Seppanen et al. do not explicitly show wherein the alert mechanism 
includes an illuminating alert, the intensity level of the illuminating alert is the brightness 
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of the illuminating alert, and the level corresponding to an imperceptible intensity level is 
darkness. However in analogous art, Kraft et al. teach wherein the alert mechanism 
includes an illuminating alert, the intensity level of the illuminating alert is the brightness 
of the illuminating alert, and the level corresponding to an imperceptible intensity level is 
darkness (col. 5, lines 9-52). Since, Yamazaki and Seppanen et al. and Kraft et al. are 
related to mutiple modes of the alert mechanism in the mobile phone; therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify the system of Yamazaki and Seppanen et al. by specifically wherein the alert 
mechanism includes an illuminating alert, the intensity level of the illuminating alert is 
the brightness of the illuminating alert, and the level corresponding to an imperceptible 
intensity level is darkness as taught by Kraft et al. for purpose of offering the user the 
choices of selecting the alert mode in order to increase the favorable effect to the user 
and decrease the unpleasant effect to other people. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 7, 9, 25 and 28 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reason for the indication of allowance: 
Regarding claims 7 and 25, the prior art made of record and considered pertinent 
to the applicant's disclosure does not disclose nor fairly suggest the method of wherein: 
the first device is a personal digital assistant; the second device is a cellular telephone; 
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the alert mechanism of the second device comprises a ringer of the cellular telephone; 
disabling the alert mechanism of the second device comprises muting the ringer of the 
cellular telephone; and communicating the command comprises transmitting the 
command from the personal digital assistant to the cellular telephone, over a wireless 
network. 

Regarding claim 9, the prior art made of record and considered pertinent to the 
applicant's disclosure does not disclose nor fairly suggest the method wherein 
communicating with the second device further comprises: sending a polling message 
from the second device to the first device; receiving the polling message at the first 
device; and in response to the polling message, receiving a message comprising the 
command from the first device. 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Huy Q Phan whose telephone number is 703-305-9007. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8AM-6PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kincaid G Lester can be reached on 703-306-3016. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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